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The interplay of deconfinement and chiral symmetry restoration are considered in terms of effective
theories. We generalize the earlier model studies by considering fermions in higher representations,
and study the finite temperature phase diagrams of SU(2) and SU(3) gauge theories with two
fermion flavors in fundamental, adjoint or two-index symmetric representations. We discuss our
results in relation to recent lattice simulations on these theories and outline possible applications in
the context of dynamical electroweak symmetry breaking.
PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION
Our understanding of low energy QCD, and properties of hot and dense matter and phase diagrams of strongly
interacting theories in general, is rooted in exact and approximate symmetries. For QCD with light quarks, the
spontaneous breaking of the chiral symmetry is manifested in the spectrum of hadronic states, while for pure gauge
theory the properties of the phase transition between confinement and hot gluonic matter are captured by universality
arguments based on the center symmetry. The perturbative analyses, although developed to impressive orders [1], are
inapplicable in the vicinity of the phase transition. Since this is the most interesting region for applications, like the
heavy ion collisions, for hot QCD, alternative methods must be applied. The first principle method is provided by
the lattice simulations and complementary methods are provided by the gauge/gravity dualities and effective models.
During recent years, a simple model framework able to account for the observed behavior in QCD has been devel-
oped. The model studies have mostly concentrated on hot and dense QCD, but also the dependence on the symmetry
breaking parameters has been investigated. In this paper we will consider the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model [2, 3] (NJL
in the following, see [4–6] for reviews), enlarged with a coupling to the Polyakov loop [7–9] (PNJL model, see [10–25]
and references therein for previous studies), and extend it by considering higher representation matter fields.
Generally, in a gauge theory, the matter fields in other than the adjoint representation break the center symmetry
explicitly. In order to understand generic properties of strongly interacting gauge theories with matter in arbitrary
representation, one needs to understand the fate of the deconfining phase transition as a function of fermion repre-
sentations. For example, for SU(3) gauge theory with two Dirac flavors in the adjoint representation there are two
transitions clearly separated: the deconfinement, measured by a rapid rise in the average value of the Polyakov loop,
is observed at temperatures ca. an order of magnitude smaller than the onset of chiral symmetry restoration [26]. In
comparison, for QCD with two flavors in the fundamental representation, only a single crossover with simultaneous
rise of the Polyakov loop and decrease of the chiral condensate is observed.
The main phenomenological motivation for this study is in the possible applications of such theories in the model
building for electroweak symmetry breaking via strong dynamics. As is well known, when coupled with the electroweak
currents of the Standard Model, the chiral condensate of light QCD quarks breaks electroweak symmetry, and provides
dynamically the masses for the electroweak gauge bosons. This scenario is, however, phenomenologically unrealistic:
the masses of the W and Z bosons would be only ∼ 30 GeV and, moreover, the triplet of pseudoscalar Goldstone boson
appears in the physical spectrum rather than being absorbed into the longitudinal modes of the massive electroweak
gauge bosons. Nevertheless, given the hierarchy and naturality problems of the elementary scalars, one can entertain
the thought that in place of the scalar sector of the Standard Model, a dynamical mechanism of the type described
above occurs in a new strongly interacting sector of the Standard Model; this is the vintage Technicolor introduced
by Susskind and Weinberg in late ’70s [27, 28]. The original models, which simply replicate QCD-like dynamics, are
mostly ruled out by the electroweak precision data [29]. Currently the model building efforts are concentrated on
models which are quasi-conformal, meaning that the dynamics of the theory is governed by a quasi-stable infrared
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2fixed point. Over a large hierarchy of scales the Technicolor coupling constant, then, evolves very slowly, walks, in
contrast to the running of the precociously asymptotically free QCD coupling. Hence these theories are categorized
as walking Technicolor. The perturbative beta-function gives a guide how to construct such theories: the competition
between anti-screening non-abelian gauge fields and screening matter fields implies a critical number of flavors N∗c
above which there exists a nontrivial infrared fixed point. Comparing the value of the fixed point implied by the two
loop beta function and the critical coupling for the onset of the chiral symmetry breaking defines the lower boundary
of the conformal window of the gauge theory under consideration. For walking Technicolor one wants to tune the
matter content of the theory to reside close to the lower boundary of the conformal window, but still remain in the
confining phase.
For fundamental representation fermions the conformal window is expected to lie, roughly, above Nf ∼ 4Nc. If
all these flavors are charged under the electroweak interactions in the usual manner, one typically encounters again
large tension with the data from the electroweak precision measurements. This is so, since the so-called S-parameter
effectively counts the new degrees of freedom contributing to the electroweak symmetry breaking. A way to alleviate
this tension was proposed in [30]: Since the fermions in higher representations carry more charge, they screen more
efficiently, and as a consequence walking can be achieved with fewer flavors.
In this paper we initiate a systematic study of higher representations within the PNJL model with the aim of
establishing the phase structure, in particular the intertwinement of deconfinement and chiral symmetry restoration.
We consider the strong dynamics in isolation, i.e. we do not consider the coupling with the electroweak currents. Also,
to better illustrate the fixing of model parameters between theories with different fermion representations, we use as a
benchmark model the PNJL model tuned to QCD, which will also allow us to compare our results with respect to the
ones currently available in literature [31]. In this paper our aim is to show that theories with higher representation
matter fields lead to novel patterns of how deconfinement and chiral symmetry restoration intertwine; we expect these
patterns to remain intact if the theory is scaled to correspond with the strong dynamics at the electroweak scale.
Quantitative applications for particular Technicolor models, which would also require the inclusion of electroweak
currents, we leave for future work.
II. MODEL FRAMEWORK AND PARAMETER SETUP
A. Model setup
In this paper we consider the Polyakov extended Nambu–Jona–Lasinio (PNJL) model. Based on our earlier experi-
ence, we expect that similar results will be obtained also in the Polyakov extended quark meson models (PQM). The
PNJL model is defined by the Lagrangian
L = Lchiral + LPolyakov + Linteraction. (1)
The chiral part of the Lagrangian corresponds to the usual NJL model. The pure gauge dynamics are encoded in
LPolyakov, which is essentially a parametric fit to lattice data. Finally, the interaction term features a connection
between the chiral and pure gauge sectors. This is achieved by coupling the quarks to a static background gauge
field; the derivation has been exposed in numerous earlier works, see e.g. [32, 33]. For the purposes of this paper it is
sufficient to state the end result which is the grand potential of the form
Ω = Uχ + U` + Ωq¯q. (2)
The chiral part, Uχ, is given by
Uχ =
(m0 −M)2
2G
, (3)
where constituent quark mass is M = m0 −G〈q¯q〉.
The gauge sector, U`, is independent of the chiral model but depends on the chosen gauge group. In this work we
consider SU(2) and SU(3) gauge groups. The respective Z(2) and Z(3) symmetric forms for the pure gauge potential
are
U`SU(2)/T
4 = −a(T )
2
|`FSU(2) |2 + b(T ) ln[1− |`FSU(2) |2] (4)
U`SU(3)/T
4 = −a(T )
2
|`FSU(3) |2 + b(T ) ln[1− 6|`FSU(3) |2 + 4(`3FSU(3) + `∗3FSU(3))− 3(|`FSU(3) |2)2], (5)
3where `F is the Polyakov loop in the fundamental representation of the gauge group. The temperature dependent
coefficients a(T ) and b(T ) are
a(T ) = a0 + a1
(
T0
T
)
+ a2
(
T0
T
)2
and b(T ) = b3
(
T0
T
)3
, (6)
where the parameters a0, a1, a2, b3 and T0 will be fitted to pure gauge lattice data. The arguments of the logarithms are
based on the Haar–measure of the gauge group [32] and results in a divergence at `F = 1, thus restricting the Polyakov
loop to values `F < 1. In what follows, we will assume that the Polyakov loop expectation value is homogeneous
in space. This assumption will simplify the evaluation of the fermion determinant; see below. The final part, Ωq¯q,
of the grand potential, contains the interaction terms between the chiral and gauge sectors. It arises from a simple
integration over the quark fields coupled to a background gauge field [8]:
Ωq¯q = −dim(R)2Nf
∫
d3p
(2pi)3
E
−2NfT
∫
d3p
(2pi)3
(
Trc ln
[
1 + LRe
−(E−µ)/T
]
+ Trc ln
[
1 + L†Re
−(E+µ)/T
])
, (7)
where E =
√
~p2 +M2 and the constituent mass M is given below equation (3). Finite baryon chemical potential,
µ, will not be considered in this paper, and in subsequent equations we assume that µ = 0. In the above equation,
the dimension of the fermion representation, dim(R), is made explicit. In the above equation the Wilson line in the
representation R of the gauge group is defined as
LR(~x) = P exp
[
−
∫ 1/T
0
dτAa0(~x, τ)T
a(R)
]
= exp [−Aa0T a(R)/T ] , (8)
where the latter equality holds for a static background field. The Polyakov loop is then defined as the trace
`R(~x) =
1
dim(R)
TrLR(~x). (9)
The first term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (7), which represents the vacuum fluctuations, is divergent and needs to
be regulated. In PQM, the renormalizability of the model allows for a rigorous renormalization procedure of the
divergence [34]. On the other hand, in the case of the PNJL model we will use a momentum dependent NJL coupling,
G(p) = Gθ(Λ− |p|) . (10)
In the vacuum term, this amounts to cut off the condensate dependent integral at the scale Λ, thus making the latter
convergent (the divergence appears in a condensate independent integral which can be subtracted). The thermal part
of (7) is convergent, hence it does not need regularization. However, the prescription (10) implies that for p > Λ
the free gas contribution M = m0 has to be taken. These modes do not give an explicit contribution to the chiral
condensate; however, they are Z3 charged and thus couple to the Polyakov loop. As a consequence, they contribute
to the thermodynamics of the system and have to be taken into account. The prescription in (10) corresponds to an
oversimplified version of a nonlocal and static NJL vertex. In our study, the choice (10) is justified a posteriori, since
only in this case we obtain clearly separated deconfinement and chiral restoration in the case of adjoint fermions.
This result is in agreement with what has been found in [31] where two colors QCD with adjoint fermions has been
considered. As a matter of fact, in [31] a cutoff on the thermal part of the free energy density is introduced, in order
to have a net separation of the two QCD transitions in agreement with the lattice results.
The thermodynamics of the system is obtained by solving the equations of motion for the order parameters of the
system
∂Ω
∂M
= 0,
∂Ω
∂〈`〉 = 0, (11)
and then evaluating the grand potential at the minimum to obtain the free energy at given temperature. We work
under the mean field approximation, replacing the Polyakov loops with their thermal expectation values, `→ 〈`〉.
4B. Introducing higher representation fermions
Our main objective is the study of fermions in higher representations. Besides these, we consider fermions in the
fundamental representations of the color group in order to fix the model parameters. For the SU(2) gauge group we
use the fundamental and adjoint representations while for the standard SU(3) case we include also the two–index
symmetric representation, i.e. the sextet, in our study. As explained in the Introduction, these cases are relevant for
the phenomenology of walking technicolor theories. In this section we will describe how we construct the fundamental
and higher Polyakov loops and give the form of the interaction potential (7) for the different representations.
In the fundamental representation of a SU(N) gauge group, the Wilson line LF can be written as a diagonal matrix
LF = diag(e
iθ1 , · · · , eiθN ), (12)
with the constraint θN = −(θ1 + · · ·+ θN−1). For SU(2) this means that there is only one free parameter θ; for the
SU(3) group there are two independent parameters, θ1 and θ2. For simplicity, in the SU(3) case we choose θ2 = 0
which leaves us with one free parameter θ1 = θ. This assumption is justified at zero quark chemical potential, which
is the case we consider in this article, since the Polyakov loop is real, ` = `†.
The Wilson line for the adjoint representation (for both SU(2) and SU(3)) can be constructed from the fundamental
Wilson lines using the relation
LabA = 2Tr[LFT
aL†FT
b], (13)
where T i’s are the generators normalized as Tr[T aT b] = δab/2. In the SU(3) case, in addition to the adjoint Wil-
son line, we want to know the Wilson line in the two index symmetric representation. The Wilson line for this
representation is related to the fundamental ones through a similar relation
Lab6 = Tr[LFT
a
6 LFT
b
6 ], (14)
where the set of matrices matrices T i6 (i = 1 · · · 6) is a basis for symmetric 3 × 3–matrices and given explicitly in
Appendix A.
The Polyakov loops can be calculated as a function of θ according to the definition (9). For the fundamental
representation one gets
`FSU(2) = cos θ (15)
`FSU(3) =
1
3
(1 + 2 cos θ). (16)
The higher representation loops can be similarly calculated and expressed in terms of the fundamental loops
`ASU(2) =
1
3
(2 cos 2θ + 1) =
1
3
(4`2FSU(2) − 1) (17)
`ASU(3) =
1
8
(2 + 4 cos θ + 2 cos 2θ) =
1
8
(9`2FSU(3) − 1) (18)
`6SU(3) =
1
6
(2 + 2 cos θ + 2 cos 2θ) =
1
6
(9`2FSU(3) − 3`FSU(3)). (19)
One can now proceed to perform the color traces in potential (7) for the different gauge groups and representations.
For this we write the interaction part of the potential as
Ωq¯q = −4NfT
∫
d3p
(2pi)3
(SR)− dim(R)2Nf
∫
d3p
(2pi)3
E, (20)
where we have defined
SR ≡ Trc ln[1 + LRe−E/T ]. (21)
Performing the traces in SU(2) we find
SFSU(2) = ln[1 + 2`FSU(2)e
−E/T + e−2E/T ] (22)
and
SASU(2) = ln[1 + e
−E/T ] + ln[1 + (4`FSU(2) − 2)e−E/T + e−2E/T ]. (23)
5TABLE I: Parameters of the NJL model and derived observable values for different cases. The SU(3) fundamental values
correspond to observed QCD properties, while the rest are obtained by scaling the coupling G as explained in the text.
NJL parameters Derived observable values
m0 G Λ fpi mpi mσ M
SU(3) Fundamental 5 MeV 8.879 GeV−2 678 MeV 93 MeV 138 MeV 599 MeV 296 MeV
SU(2) Fundamental 5 MeV 13.32 GeV−2 678 MeV 76 MeV 137 MeV 598 MeV 296 MeV
SU(3) Adjoint 5 MeV 7.492 GeV−2 678 MeV 167 MeV 166 MeV 2567 MeV 1157 MeV
SU(2) Adjoint 5 MeV 23.66 GeV−2 678 MeV 96 MeV 179 MeV 2811 MeV 1406 MeV
SU(3) Sextet 5 MeV 11.099 GeV−2 678 MeV 139 MeV 174 MeV 2615 MeV 1304 MeV
TABLE II: Lattice data fitted coefficients for the SU(3) and SU(2) pure gauge potentials (5) and (4), respectively. Values for
SU(3) are obtained from [9], while SU(2) values are fitted in this work to lattice data from [37].
SU(3)
a0 a1 a2 b3 T0
3.51 -2.47 15.2 -1.75 270 MeV
SU(2)
a0 a1 a2 b3 T0
1.19 -1.136 7.94 -2.759 268 MeV
Analogously, in the case of SU(3) we find
SFSU(3) = ln[1 + e
−E/T ] + ln[1 + (3`FSU(3) − 1)e−E/T + e−2E/T ], (24)
SASU(3) = 2 ln[1 + e
−E/T ] + 2 ln[1 + (3`FSU(3) − 1)e−E/T + e−2E/T ]
+ ln[1 + (9`2FSU(3) − 6`FSU(3) − 1)e−E/T + e−2E/T ],
(25)
and finally
S6SU(3) = 2 ln[1 + e
−E/T ] + ln[1 + (9`2FSU(3) − 3`FSU(3) − 2)(e−E/T + e−3E/T )
+ 3(1 + `FSU(3) − 9`2FSU(3) + 9`3FSU(3))e−2E/T + e−4E/T ].
(26)
We have written the color traces for the different representations in terms of the fundamental representation loop
of the corresponding gauge group. Proceeding this way we keep the same observables, the constituent mass and
the fundamental Polyakov loop, when comparing the different representations and their effects on the chiral and
deconfinement transitions.
C. Fixing the parameters
In this section we discuss how the model parameters, fixed for three colors and fundamental representation fermions
can be used to obtain the parameters in the case of higher representation matter or two colors. There are three
parameters which enter into the chiral sector of the PNJL model. These are the bare quark mass m0, the value of the
four–fermion coupling G and the momentum cut–off Λ. For the SU(3) fundamental fermions, we fix the parameters
as usual [4, 6, 35, 36] by requiring that the physical values of mpi, fpi and 〈q¯q〉 are reproduced. The parameter set we
use is shown in the first row of Table I.
In addition to the parameters of the chiral sector, the parameters for the pure gauge potentials (5) have to be
assigned. This can be done by fitting the potential to pure gauge lattice data. In this work we will use for SU(3) the
fit presented in [9] and the required coefficients are shown in Table II.
With the set of parameters in Tables I and II, the thermodynamic potential for the PNJL model in the case of
SU(3) with fundamental quarks is completely specified.
To discuss higher representation fermions and different numbers of colors, we need a scheme to translate the model
parameters between different cases. As a matter of fact, in the case of representations different from the fundamental
6TABLE III: Quadratic Casimir operators and representation dimensions for SU(N).
Representation C2 dim
Fundamental N
2−1
2N
N
Adjoint N N2 − 1
Symmetric (N−1)(N+2)
N
N(N+1)
2
one of SU(3), the numerical values of physical observables are not known. As a consequence, we need some argument
to obtain the parameters for the higher representations, from those fixed for the fundamental representation. We
will first discuss how the parameters are obtained for higher representations of SU(3) and then how to obtain the
parameters for the two color theory.
Of the three parameters, m0, G and Λ, the quark mass is basically a parameter that determines the amount of
explicit chiral symmetry breaking in the theory and is thus responsible also for the mass of the pion. It is essentially
a free parameter even in QCD so there is no need to adjust it when changing fermion representations. The remaining
parameters G and Λ are connected to the fundamental theory, in the case under consideration to QCD with two colors
and/or fermions in different representations. For what concerns the cutoff, we do not change its numerical value after
changing the fermion representation. A more rigorous treatment would require the fixing of Λ (and of G as well) by
reproducing the phenomenological properties of the vacuum as in the case of three colors discussed above. However,
data about these properties are missing. In absence of a serious guiding principle, we use the same value of Λ for all
the cases considered in this article.
On the other hand, we have a theoretical guiding principle to change the value of G according to the dimension of
the representation considered, which was introduced in [31]. It is based on the Fierz transformation properties of the
color current interaction
Lint = −gs(ψ¯γµTaRψ)2 (27)
in which the coupling gs can be related to the underlying QCD coupling and the NJL coupling G [5]. For an effective
NJL interaction of fermions in representation R,
LNJLint = −GR(q¯q)2 , (28)
one gets
GR = gs
C2(R)
dim R
, (29)
where C2(R) is the quadratic Casimir operator for representation R. For the derivation of this result we refer to the
original article [31]. Assuming that the coupling gs is the same for all representations, the ratio of the NJL couplings
for different representations will be independent of gs:
GR1
GR2
=
C2(R1)
C2(R2)
dim R2
dim R1
. (30)
By means of the above equation we are able to determine the higher representation NJL coupling from the fun-
damental one, once the Casimir operators for the relevant representations of SU(N) are specified. These operators
for the fundamental, adjoint and symmetric representations are shown in Table III. Together with the fundamental
representation ones, the model parameters for higher fermion representations are collected In Table I.
Then, let us consider setting up the model parameters in SU(2) case. As in the SU(3) case with higher representation
matter, we have no experimental data to fit that would determine our model parameters. Therefore we again make
use of scaling arguments to infer the SU(2) parameters from the known SU(3) ones. In particular, in the large Nc
limit of QCD (see [38] for a review) one finds fpi ∝ N1/2c and 〈q¯q〉 ∝ Nc. These scalings are respected by the NJL
model, see for example [4]. Therefore it is natural to fix the values of G and Λ, for fermions in the fundamental
representation of SU(2), by requiring that the values of the properly scaled fpi and 〈q¯q〉 are reproduced. For what
concerns the value of the bare quark mass, the GMOR relation f2pim
2
pi ∝ m0〈q¯q〉 together with the scaling mpi ∝ N0c
implies m0 ∝ N0c , hence m0 does not need to be changed.
In the NJL setup used here, this is consistent with assuming that the four–fermion coupling G is proportional to
1/Nc. To see this, one may first note that the NJL gap equation, with cutoff Λ ∼ N0c , implies M ∼ N0c . Then, since
7the gap equation can be written as M = m0 + 2G〈q¯q〉, one further obtains 〈q¯q〉 ∼ Nc consistently with the large Nc
expectation discussed above. For the determination of fpi and mpi are determined via Eqs. (4.26) and (4.21) of [4],
respectively, and these imply that fpi ∼ Nc and mpi ∼ N0c again consistently with the expected large Nc behavior.
Thus going from fundamental SU(3) to fundamental SU(2) we multiply G by 3/2 and, to keep things as simple as
possible, we again do not alter the momentum cutoff. As a result of this scaling choice the pion and sigma vacuum
masses, calculated from the NJL model, remain the same between fundamental SU(3) and fundamental SU(2). Then,
to define the model corresponding to SU(2) with two adjoint fermions we use the same Fierz scaling argument that
we utilized in the SU(3) case. The resulting parameter values for both fundamental and adjoint SU(2) are also shown
in Table I.
Finally, since also the pure gauge sector is changed when switching from SU(3) to SU(2), new parameters have to
be assigned for the pure gauge potential (4) as well. As in the SU(3) case the coefficients are fitted to reproduce
lattice data. We use SU(2) pure gauge results from [39] and fit the coefficients of the potential in Eq. (4) so that it
reproduces a matching energy density as a function of temperature with the data. The data with the resulting fit are
shown in Figure 1, while the numerical values of the coefficients a0, a1, a2, b3 and T0 are listed in Table II.
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FIG. 1: The data points show the energy density of SU(2) pure gauge theory [37], while the solid curve shows the corresponding
result obtained from the Polyakov loop potential (4) with parameters as given in Table II.
III. NUMERICAL RESULTS
In this section we establish the finite temperature phase diagrams of PNJL model with fermions in fundamental and
higher representations of the SU(2) and SU(3) gauge groups by numerically evaluating the temperature dependence of
the Polyakov loop condensate and the constituent mass. These are the (approximate) order parameters for the chiral
and deconfinement transitions, and their temperature dependence displays the interplay between the deconfinement
and the chiral restoration crossovers.
First, we report on our results on the SU(2) gauge group. This case has been already studied in the literature
by means of effective models coupled to the Polyakov loop [31, 40]; therefore the results presented here have to be
considered as a check of our calculations. Nevertheless, they are quite important since they are useful to interprete the
analogous results obtained in the case of the SU(3) gauge group. Before going ahead, we notice that in the numerical
computations with fermions, we do not change the value of T0 in the Polyakov loop effective potential. This is done
just for a matter of simplicity; in principle, an explicit dependence of T0 on the number of active flavors should be
introduced [41]. This choice for simplicity, however, allows us to focus only on the few parameters in the chiral sector,
which will be changed according to the representation and to the gauge group as explained in the previous subsections
(at the end of the day, we just will modify the coupling constant). This is helpful to realize what is the main source of
the different behavior of deconfinement and chiral symmetry restoration when different representations for fermions
are considered.
Finally, we ignore the explicit dependence of the NJL coupling on the Polyakov loop, as studied in the recent
literature [21, 42–44]. Also this choice is inspired by simplicity. Together with other compromises we have made
in fixing the values of the model parameters, also this aspect has a quantitative impact on the interplay between
8deconfinement and chiral symmetry restoration, and certainly it deserves further study which we leave for a future
project.
For the SU(2) case, the chiral and deconfinement order parameters as a function of temperature are shown in
Figures 2 and 3 for the fundamental and adjoint fermions, respectively. In the case of fundamental fermions we expect
the behavior of the order parameters be similar with the more familiar SU(3) fundamental fermion case; indeed both
chiral and deconfinement transitions are smooth cross–overs which are located quite close together. However, for a
crossover transition the exact transition temperature depends largely on the definition one uses. From Figure 2 one
could say that both transitions happen near T ∼ 220 MeV since near this temperature both the normalised constituent
mass and the Polyakov loop cross the value 0.5. If one makes a comparison with the respective SU(3) case, shown in
Figure 4, one can note that perhaps the only significant difference is the slightly reduced transition temperature and
a smoother rise in the value of the Polyakov loop when approaching the phase transition region T = 200− 220 MeV.
This close similarity can also be expected by looking at Table I where the pion, sigma and constituent quark masses
show no deviation between the SU(2) fundamental and SU(3) fundamental cases. As explained earlier, this is due to
the scaling of G being partially cancelled by the change in the number of color degrees of freedom.
In the case with adjoint fermions the situation is different from the fundamental case. A large separation between
the two transitions appears, and the deconfinement transition has changed qualitatively. This is in agreement with
earlier studies [40] and with the lattice results. In more detail, the pseudocritical temperature of the chiral cross–over
is much higher than the one found in the case of fundamental fermions, namely around 700 MeV. On the other hand,
the deconfinement transition is now a true second order phase transition near T ∼ 175 MeV. The latter aspect is
easily understood: Fundamental fermions break the center symmetry, thus act as a source for the Polyakov loop, and
Z(2) breaking persists in the confining phase, turning the deconfinement transition to a crossover. On the other hand,
adjoint fermions do not break Z(2), which turns to be a true symmetry of the action, unbroken in the confinement
phase. This is what one would expect solely on the basis of underlying symmetries [45].
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FIG. 2: The chiral and deconfinement order parameters as a function of temperature for the PNJL model in the SU(2)
fundamental fermion case. Model parameters listed in Table I.
Let us then turn to the numerical results on SU(3) theory with fermions in fundamental, adjoint or sextet repre-
sentation. As in the SU(2) case, we consider the behavior of the order parameters as a function of temperature. The
results are shown in Figures 4, 5 and 6 for the fundamental, adjoint and sextet representations, respectively.
The order parameters for the case of fundamental SU(3) fermions show only minor quantitative differences with
the respective SU(2) case and feature the typical coincidence of the two crossovers in a range of temperature centered
on Tc ≈ 230 MeV. Note that this crossover temperature is a little higher than in the earlier works [33, 46, 47]. The
difference is small, ∼ 5 percent, and is not of importance for the results of this work. The discrepancy is due to
two reasons. First, the dynamical mass cutoff in thermal contribution of quarks, arising from Eq. (10), was not
accommodated in the calculations of [33, 46, 47]. Second, we are using here slightly different initial parameter set
than in [33, 46, 47], but its effect on the transition temperatures is very small.
As in the SU(2) case, the temperature dependence of the order parameters for adjoint fermions of SU(3) correspond
to expectations based on the approximate symmetries of the order parameters. The NJL model exhibits separate
transitions with roughly a 400 MeV gap between the two. Again the chiral transition is a smooth crossover while the
Polyakov loop retains the first order transition from the pure gauge sector. The deconfinement, which is a crossover
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FIG. 3: The chiral and deconfinement order parameters as a function of temperature for the PNJL model in the SU(2) adjoint
fermion case. Model parameters listed in Table I.
for fundamental representation matter fields, is turned to a true phase transition because quarks in the adjoint
representation do not break the center symmetry Z(3) explicitly.
Finally, we turn to the more interesting case of the PNJL model with sextet fermions, which has not yet been studied
in the chiral model literature. The SU(3) sextet results are remarkably similar with the SU(3) adjoint case: both phase
transition temperatures deviate less than 20 percent from the adjoint, shifted towards higher temperatures, and the
qualitative features of the phase transition are nearly identical. At a first sight, this behavior of the order parameters
might appear unexpected, since the center symmetry is explicitly broken by fermions in the sextet representation.
Our interpretation of the results is as follows: In the case of sextet fermions, the constituent quark mass at zero
temperature is considerably higher than the mass of fermions in the fundamental representation. This is the natural
consequence of having a larger NJL coupling in the sextet representation. When quarks couple to the Polyakov loop,
the amount of breaking of the center symmetry is proportional to the hopping parameter, which in turn scales as
1/m where m is the quark mass. In the model at hand, at the one-loop level the mass eigenstates which propagate
in the Polyakov loop background have mass m = M with M being the constituent quark mass. The latter is very
large in the case of the sextet fermions, which causes the hopping parameter to be very small in this case. Thus, the
explicit breaking of the center symmetry, even if present, is very soft, and the Polyakov loop behaves effectively as if
the center symmetry was unbroken.
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FIG. 4: The chiral and deconfinement order parameters as a function of temperature for the PNJL model in the SU(3)
fundamental fermion case. Model parameters listed in Table I.
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FIG. 5: The chiral and deconfinement order parameters as a function of temperature for the PNJL model in the SU(3) adjoint
fermion case. Model parameters listed in Table I.
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FIG. 6: The chiral and deconfinement order parameters as a function of temperature for the PNJL model in the SU(3) sextet
fermion case. Model parameters listed in Table I.
IV. CONCLUSIONS
In this paper we have initiated a study of PNJL model for applications beyond QCD. In particular we concentrated
on the SU(2) and SU(3) gauge theories with two Dirac fermion flavors in higher representations of the gauge group,
as these have been established as a phenomenologically viable theories for dynamical electroweak symmetry breaking.
Eventhough these theories are interesting for understanding general features of strong dynamics, the real motivation
for our study is that if such strong dynamics underlies the Higgs sector to be uncovered at the LHC, it becomes
immediately of interest to study their finite temperature phase diagrams for the evolution of the early universe.
Based on the experience gained in investigations of hot and dense QCD matter, the PNJL model provides a good
quantitative tool for such studies. As a novel new result we have shown that, while the theories with fundamental
and adjoint fermions show the behavior expected by considering the underlying symmetries, the SU(3) theory with
two sextet fermions is, despite the explicit breaking of the center symmetry, akin to the theory with adjoint fermions
where the center symmetry is not broken by the presence of matter fields.
One can imagine several further avenues for research. First, all the theories with higher representation matter
11
we have considered are currently investigated in lattice simulations, see e.g. [48–51] . Similarly as with the case of
QCD, for which the PNJL model has been successfully applied, for these theories we expect the future developments
and increased precision in the lattice analyses of these theories to help in better fixing the model parameters. For
applications to electroweak phase transition in the early universe one should couple the electroweak currents. For
theories with only chiral fields see [52] for recent developments. We aim to proceed towards these directions taking
also into account the nontrivial behaviors due to the deconfinement transition which we derived in this paper.
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Appendix A: A basis for symmetric 3 × 3 matrices
To define the Polyakov loop in the sextet representation, we use the following basis for symmetric 3× 3 matrices:
T 16 =
 1 0 00 0 0
0 0 0
 T 26 =
 0 1/√2 01/√2 0 0
0 0 0

T 36 =
 0 0 00 1 0
0 0 0
 T 46 =
 0 0 00 0 1/√2
0 1/
√
2 0

T 56 =
 0 0 00 0 0
0 0 1
 T 66 =
 0 0 1/√20 0 0
1/
√
2 0 0
 .
[1] K. Kajantie, M. Laine, K. Rummukainen, and Y. Schroder, “The Pressure of hot QCD up to g6 ln(1/g),” Phys.Rev.,
vol. D67, p. 105008, 2003.
[2] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, “Dynamical model of elementary particles based on an analogy with superconductivity.
i,” Phys. Rev., vol. 122, pp. 345–358, 1961.
[3] Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio, “DYNAMICAL MODEL OF ELEMENTARY PARTICLES BASED ON AN ANALOGY
WITH SUPERCONDUCTIVITY. II,” Phys.Rev., vol. 124, pp. 246–254, 1961.
[4] S. P. Klevansky, “The Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model of quantum chromodynamics,” Rev. Mod. Phys., vol. 64, pp. 649–708,
1992.
[5] M. Buballa, “NJL model analysis of quark matter at large density,” Phys.Rept., vol. 407, pp. 205–376, 2005.
[6] U. Vogl and W. Weise, “The Nambu and Jona Lasinio model: Its implications for hadrons and nuclei,”
Prog.Part.Nucl.Phys., vol. 27, pp. 195–272, 1991.
[7] P. N. Meisinger and M. C. Ogilvie, “Chiral symmetry restoration and Z(N) symmetry,” Phys.Lett., vol. B379, pp. 163–168,
1996.
[8] K. Fukushima, “Chiral effective model with the Polyakov loop,” Phys. Lett., vol. B591, pp. 277–284, 2004.
[9] S. Roessner, C. Ratti, and W. Weise, “Polyakov loop, diquarks and the two-flavour phase diagram,” Phys. Rev., vol. D75,
p. 034007, 2007.
[10] K. Fukushima, “Phase diagrams in the three-flavor Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model with the Polyakov loop,” Phys. Rev.,
vol. D77, p. 114028, 2008.
[11] E. Megias, E. Ruiz Arriola, and L. Salcedo, “Chiral Lagrangian at finite temperature from the Polyakov-Chiral Quark
Model,” Phys.Rev., vol. D74, p. 114014, 2006.
[12] E. Megias, E. Ruiz Arriola, and L. Salcedo, “Dimension 2 condensates and Polyakov Chiral Quark Models,” Eur.Phys.J.,
vol. A31, pp. 553–556, 2007.
[13] C. Sasaki, B. Friman, and K. Redlich, “Susceptibilities and the phase structure of a chiral model with Polyakov loops,”
Phys. Rev., vol. D75, p. 074013, 2007.
[14] S. K. Ghosh, T. K. Mukherjee, M. G. Mustafa, and R. Ray, “PNJL model with a Van der Monde term,” Phys.Rev.,
vol. D77, p. 094024, 2008. 11 pages, 8 eps figures.
[15] M. Ciminale, R. Gatto, N. Ippolito, G. Nardulli, and M. Ruggieri, “Three flavor Nambu-Jona Lasinio model with Polyakov
loop and competition with nuclear matter,” Phys.Rev., vol. D77, p. 054023, 2008.
12
[16] T. Hell, S. Rossner, M. Cristoforetti, and W. Weise, “Thermodynamics of a three-flavor nonlocal Polyakov-Nambu-Jona-
Lasinio model,” Phys.Rev., vol. D81, p. 074034, 2010.
[17] H. Abuki, R. Anglani, R. Gatto, G. Nardulli, and M. Ruggieri, “Chiral crossover, deconfinement and quarkyonic matter
within a Nambu-Jona Lasinio model with the Polyakov loop,” Phys. Rev., vol. D78, p. 034034, 2008.
[18] Y. Sakai, K. Kashiwa, H. Kouno, and M. Yahiro, “Polyakov loop extended NJL model with imaginary chemical potential,”
Phys.Rev., vol. D77, p. 051901, 2008.
[19] Y. Sakai, K. Kashiwa, H. Kouno, and M. Yahiro, “Phase diagram in the imaginary chemical potential region and extended
Z(3) symmetry,” Phys.Rev., vol. D78, p. 036001, 2008.
[20] Y. Sakai, K. Kashiwa, H. Kouno, M. Matsuzaki, and M. Yahiro, “Determination of QCD phase diagram from the imaginary
chemical potential region,” 2009.
[21] Y. Sakai, T. Sasaki, H. Kouno, and M. Yahiro, “Entanglement between deconfinement transition and chiral symmetry
restoration,” Phys.Rev., vol. D82, p. 076003, 2010.
[22] P. Costa, H. Hansen, M. C. Ruivo, and C. A. de Sousa, “How parameters and regularization affect the PNJL model phase
diagram and thermodynamic quantities,” Phys. Rev., vol. D81, p. 016007, 2010.
[23] M. Ruivo, M. Santos, P. Costa, and C. de Sousa, “Interplay between chiral and axial symmetries in a SU(2) Nambu-Jona-
Lasinio Model with the Polyakov loop,” 2011. 21 pages, 5 figures/ PRD version.
[24] A. Ohnishi, H. Ueda, T. Nakano, M. Ruggieri, and K. Sumiyoshi, “Possibility of QCD critical point sweep during black
hole formation,” Phys.Lett., vol. B704, pp. 284–290, 2011.
[25] D. Blaschke, P. Costa, and Y. Kalinovsky, “D mesons at finite temperature and density in the PNJL model,” 2011.
[26] F. Karsch and M. Lutgemeier, “Deconfinement and chiral symmetry restoration in an SU(3) gauge theory with adjoint
fermions,” Nucl.Phys., vol. B550, pp. 449–464, 1999.
[27] L. Susskind, “Dynamics of Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking in the Weinberg-Salam Theory,” Phys.Rev., vol. D20,
pp. 2619–2625, 1979.
[28] S. Weinberg, “Implications of Dynamical Symmetry Breaking: An Addendum,” Phys.Rev., vol. D19, pp. 1277–1280, 1979.
(For original paper see Phys.Rev.D13:974-996,1976).
[29] M. E. Peskin and T. Takeuchi, “Estimation of oblique electroweak corrections,” Phys.Rev., vol. D46, pp. 381–409, 1992.
[30] F. Sannino and K. Tuominen, “Orientifold theory dynamics and symmetry breaking,” Phys.Rev., vol. D71, p. 051901,
2005.
[31] T. Zhang, T. Brauner, and D. H. Rischke, “QCD-like theories at nonzero temperature and density,” JHEP, vol. 1006,
p. 064, 2010.
[32] C. Ratti, M. A. Thaler, and W. Weise, “Phases of QCD: Lattice thermodynamics and a field theoretical model,” Phys.
Rev., vol. D73, p. 014019, 2006.
[33] T. Kahara and K. Tuominen, “Degrees of freedom and the phase transitions of two flavor QCD,” Phys. Rev., vol. D78,
p. 034015, 2008.
[34] V. Skokov, B. Friman, E. Nakano, K. Redlich, and B. J. Schaefer, “Vacuum fluctuations and the thermodynamics of chiral
models,” Phys. Rev., vol. D82, p. 034029, 2010.
[35] M. Asakawa and K. Yazaki, “CHIRAL RESTORATION AT FINITE DENSITY AND TEMPERATURE,” Nucl. Phys.,
vol. A504, pp. 668–684, 1989.
[36] T. Hatsuda and T. Kunihiro, “QCD phenomenology based on a chiral effective Lagrangian,” Phys.Rept., vol. 247, pp. 221–
367, 1994.
[37] J. Engels, F. Karsch, H. Satz, and I. Montvay, “Gauge Field Thermodynamics for the SU(2) Yang-Mills System,”
Nucl.Phys., vol. B205, p. 545, 1982.
[38] E. E. Jenkins, “Large-N(c) QCD,” PoS, vol. EFT09, p. 044, 2009.
[39] J. Engels, F. Karsch, and K. Redlich, “Scaling properties of the energy density in SU(2) lattice gauge theory,” Nucl.Phys.,
vol. B435, pp. 295–310, 1995.
[40] T. Brauner, K. Fukushima, and Y. Hidaka, “Two-color quark matter: U(1)(A) restoration, superfluidity, and quarkyonic
phase,” Phys.Rev., vol. D80, p. 074035, 2009.
[41] B.-J. Schaefer, J. M. Pawlowski, and J. Wambach, “The Phase Structure of the Polyakov–Quark-Meson Model,” Phys.Rev.,
vol. D76, p. 074023, 2007.
[42] K.-I. Kondo, “Toward a first-principle derivation of confinement and chiral-symmetry-breaking crossover transitions in
QCD,” Phys.Rev., vol. D82, p. 065024, 2010.
[43] Y. Sakai, H. Kouno, T. Sasaki, and M. Yahiro, “Theta vacuum effects on QCD phase diagram,” Phys.Lett., vol. B705,
pp. 349–355, 2011.
[44] R. Gatto and M. Ruggieri, “Deconfinement and Chiral Symmetry Restoration in a Strong Magnetic Background,”
Phys.Rev., vol. D83, p. 034016, 2011.
[45] A. Mocsy, F. Sannino, and K. Tuominen, “Confinement versus chiral symmetry,” Phys.Rev.Lett., vol. 92, p. 182302, 2004.
[46] T. Kahara and K. Tuominen, “Effective models of two-flavor QCD: from small towards large mq,” Phys. Rev., vol. D80,
p. 114022, 2009.
[47] T. Kahara and K. Tuominen, “Effective models of two-flavor QCD: Finite µ and mq-dependence,” Phys.Rev., vol. D82,
p. 114026, 2010.
[48] A. J. Hietanen, J. Rantaharju, K. Rummukainen, and K. Tuominen, “Spectrum of SU(2) lattice gauge theory with two
adjoint Dirac flavours,” JHEP, vol. 0905, p. 025, 2009.
[49] L. Del Debbio, B. Lucini, A. Patella, C. Pica, and A. Rago, “Conformal versus confining scenario in SU(2) with adjoint
fermions,” Phys.Rev., vol. D80, p. 074507, 2009.
13
[50] T. DeGrand, Y. Shamir, and B. Svetitsky, “Phase structure of SU(3) gauge theory with two flavors of symmetric-
representation fermions,” Phys.Rev., vol. D79, p. 034501, 2009.
[51] J. Kogut and D. Sinclair, “Thermodynamics of lattice QCD with 2 flavours of colour-sextet quarks: A model of walk-
ing/conformal Technicolor,” Phys.Rev., vol. D81, p. 114507, 2010.
[52] M. Jarvinen, T. A. Ryttov, and F. Sannino, “Extra Electroweak Phase Transitions from Strong Dynamics,” Phys.Lett.,
vol. B680, pp. 251–254, 2009.
